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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



immissionerfor Patents, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450, on 



Pater . 



In re application of 



Robert Andrew Alford etal. 



Serial No. 10/500,316 



Group Art Unit: 1725 



Filed June 28, 2004 



Examiner Michael Aboagye 
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COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
Alexandria. VA 22313-1450 

RESPONSE TO OFFICE ACTION MAILED 11 JANUARY 2006 

Dear Sin 

Attorney for Applicant in the above-captioned application hereby responds to the 
Office Action mailed 1 1 January 2006. At the time the Office Action issued, claims 1 to 
21 were pending. 

The response amends the specification, claims 1, 6. 7, 1 1, 16, 17. 19, 21 and 
adds new claims 22 to 24. That brings the total number of claims to four in excess of the 
number of 20. three more than already paid for. The total number of independent claims 
is one in excess of 3. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge the corresponding daim fee to 
Deposit Account No. 19-1800. 
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Therefore, withdrawal of these rejections is respectfully requested. 
Cfaim 19 

In Numbered paragraph 8 of the Office Action, claim 19 has been rejected under 
35 use § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Moe in view of Brennan ef a/, as applied to 
Claim 1 above, and further in view of Schaps et aL (US Pat. 5.652,389). 

Attorney for Applicant respectfully traverses the rejections. 

Claim 19 depends on Claim 1. It has been shown above that no prima facie case 
of obviousness has been established regarding claim 1 on the basis of Moe in view of 
Brennan ef a/.. 

The additional consideration of Schaps et aL does not bring a pnma facie case of 
obviousness against Claim 1 either, since it does not disclose a welding tool, let alone 
three or more electrodes for welding. 

As the combination of Moe, Brennan et al, and Schaps ef a/ does not establish a 
prima facie case of obviousness against Claim 1, is does also not establish the case 
against Claim 19. for this claim contains the subject matter of Claim 1. 

Therefore, withdrawal of these rejections is respectfully requested. 

Concludino remarks 

Numbered paragraph 10 of the Office Action states prior art made of record but 
not relied upon. Applicant will not comment on these references before they are actually 
applied to one or more of the claims. 

In conclusion. Attomey has thus addressed each and every ground for objection 
and rejection raised by the Examiner in the Office Action. 

Attomey respectfully submits that the specification, drawings, and claims - new 
and amended - are now in a state ready for allowance. 

In the event the Examiner has any questions or issues regarding the present 
application, the Examiner is invited to call the undersigned prior to the issuance of any 
written action. 



Respectfully submitted, 
Robert Andrew Alford etaL 



P. O. Box 2463 

Houston, Texas 77252-2463 




A^ef Eugene R. Montalvo 
Registration No. 32.790 
(713) 241-0296 Telephone 
(713) 241-6617 Facsimile 
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